
)l United States Patent and Trademark Ofw:p 



APPLICATION NO. 
09/549,918 



FILING DATE 
04/14/2000 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 
Kiyoshi Taguchi 



570 7590 05/29/2003 

AKIN GUMP STRAUSS HAUER & FELD LLP 
ONE COMMERCE SQUARE * " " 

2005 MARKET STREET, SUITE 2200 
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103-7013 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE™ 
HS^f^ww^ 3 Patent «» nd Trademark Office 
Address: ^g^^NER Of PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.mpto.gov 



| ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 
10059-350US 



CONFIRMATION NO. 
8909 



EXAMINER 



LANGEL, WAYNE A 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



1754 

DATE MAILED: 05/29/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication conceding this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 



Office Action Summary 



Period for Reply <™ sheet Beneath the correspondence address- 

3 

MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 



-J^pen^for fB p| yS pe cifiedaboveis • '"W a reply be toriely filed after SIX (Q MONTHS 

- Any reply racked by*e J"* *» "I* will, by statuWcau* the SS™* 8 °™municafon 

Status * Wne * mayreduce ^ earned patent 

^esponsivetocomrnunication(s)filedon U^z/^d 3 

□ This action is FINAL ■ 

Of the above claim(s)~_ * ''^ — 

□ Claims 
>£ciaim(s) 
^blaim(s). 

□ Claimfs) 
Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on 




lVarc P^'ng h the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration, 
is/are allowed, 
is/are rejected, 
is/are objected to. 

*e subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



□ The drawing® filed on 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aH<0 

Attachments) 

^°™«°nDis^ 
^CNotice of References) Cited, PTO-892 
□. Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other. 



n^ 61 * ^ Tradema ^ Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 11/00) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No. - / 



*U.S. GPO: 2000-472-999/43204 



Serial No. 09/549,918 
Art Unit 1754 



-2- 



Upon reconsideration, the restrion™ 
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Claims l, 2 and 6 -i 4 are rejected under 35 u.S.C. 102 ( e ) as 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as 
odious over Chintawar et al. (newly cited) . chintawar et al 



Serial No. 09/549,918 _3_ 
Art Unit 1754 

disclose a hydrogen refinement apparatus comprising a source of 
reformed gas containing hydrogen, carbon monoxide and water 
vapor, and a reaction chamber equipped with a carbon monoxide 
shifting catalyst body positioned downstream from the reformed 
gas, wherein the carbon monoxide shifting catalyst body comprises 
cerium oxide having platinum supported thereon. (See the 
Abstract and column 4, line 51 - column 5, line 63.) Chintawar 
et al. disclose in Table 1 at column 6, lines 56-65 that the 
zirconium oxide has a surface area of about 50 m 2 /g. It is noted 
that Chintawar et al. has an effective filing date of May 3, 
1999, which is after applicant's priority date of April 22, 1999. 
However there is no certified English translation of applicant's 
priority document of record, so it cannot be determined whether 
applicant is entitled to such priority date. Accordingly 
Chintawar et al . is properly available as prior art, since its 
effective filing date is before the filing date of the instant 
application (April 14, 2000) . 

Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lywood et al . in view of either Chen et al . or 
Yperen et al., for the reasons given in the last Office action. 

Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Singleton in view of either Chen et al . or 
Yperen et al., for the reasons given in the last Office action. 
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Applicant's argument, that none of the cited prior art 
references teaches or suggests a shifting catalyst body 
comprising a carrier composed of titanium oxide and platinum 
supported thereon, or a catalyst body that comprises cerium oxide 
or zirconium oxide, is not convincing, since claims 7-9 do not 
require a catalyst body comprising a carrier composed of titanium 
oxide with platinum supported thereon, or a catalyst body that 
comprises cerium oxide or zirconium oxide. 

Claims 4 and 5 are objected to as based on a rejected parent 
claim, and would be allowed if written in independent form. 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 

communications from the examiner should be directed to Wayne A. 

Langel whose telephone number is (703) 308-0248. The examiner 

can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8 A.M. to 

3:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Stanley Silverman, can 
be reached on (703) 308-3837. The fax phone number for this 
Group is (703) 305-7718. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the Group 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-2351. 
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